Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio Experimental Control 0Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Fixed, 95%Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95% Cl Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Random,95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
Sreeja etal 2008 b4 154 76174 182%  1.55[1.00,2.39) 2008 ™ Sreeja etal 2008 a7 127 37135 19.0% 216[1.29, 3.61] 2008 —
Ihean et al 2011 86 124 141205 183%  1.03 (083, 1.66] 201 - lhsan etal 2011 7 75 69 133 18.0% 0.90[0.51,1.59] 2011 —
Tilak etal 2013 a8 134 M1 178 144%  1.64[1.01, 268 2013 — Tilak etal 2013 41 77 4 165% 318 [1.67,6.07] 2013 —
Mostaid et al 2014 125 220 260 485 39.3%  1.14[083 1.57] 2014 - Saikia etal 2014 52 147 59 284 20.3% 2.09[1.34,3.25) 2014 ——
GCaikia etal 2014 40 67 397 B5%  2B2(130,4.90) 2014 - hostaid etal 2014 34 i 19 81 15.4% 4.71[2.32,9.59] 2014 -
Chowehury et al 2015 193 16 38 38%  185[071,487 015 T Chowdhury et al 2015 w3 1 3 10T% 30201.08,5.44] 2015 —
Total {95% CI) i 1178 100.0%  1.39[1.14, 1.68] + Total (95% Cl) 523 56 100.0% 2.28[1.47, 3.55] s 2
Total events 452 A Total events 245 B
Heterogeneity: Chi*=7.80, di=5(P=0 i% I t 1 | Hetero ity Tau®= 0.20: Chi= 1555 df CLangy = L + }
0.01 01 10 100 geneity. Tau®=0.20; Chi .58, v —o.J08) F= BB% oo 01 m 100
Testfor overall effect = 3.33 (P = 0.000%) Favours [experimental] Favours [contral] Testfor overall effect 2= 3.66 (P = 0.0002) " Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
. Experimental Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Stud Sub Emenmer_ll!al ' ECD""[_'II_ | Weiaht M ﬁdgs R:l;;._ o v " HDEIds dRﬂgl;_ o Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Toial Weight M-H, Random,95%Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
tudy or Subgroup vents Total Events Tolal Weight M-H,Fixed,95%Cl Year H, Fixed, 95% Steeja et al 2008 T 21 113 21 184% 175(118, 2.59) 2008 ——
Sreeja etal 2008 &rooan 3r 113 196%  1.39]0.83,2.34] 2008 T hsan et 2011 123 181 M0 274 175% 0.89[0.62,1.56] 2011 -+
Ihsan etal 2011 iz 63 210 286%  0.89[0.54,1.42 20M = Tilak et al 2013 138 178 135 202 172% 1.92[1.20,3.06] 2013 —_
Tilak et al 2013 a0 1 24135 138%  183[1.00,343 013 — Mastaid etal 2014 RS o 1 B PR R 1.31[0.87,1.78) 2014 T
Mostaid et al 2014 52177 59 319 238%  1.83[1.19,282] 2014 — Saikia etal 2014 79 106 54 116 146% 3.36(1.90,5.84) 2014 —
Saikia etal 2014 34 74 19 64 9.2%  1.80[0.88 3.66] 2014 T Chaowidhury et al 2015 38 a0 29 50 9.2% 2.29[0.87, 5.41] 2015 —
Chowdhury etal 2015 13 38 " 2 50% 1.64 [0.61,4.37] 2015 T
Total (95% CI) 975 1397 100.0% 1.70[1.24,234] L 2
Total (95% CI) 697 860 100.0%  1.48[1.18,1.85] * Total EVEHTS_ 897 260 ) ) ) )
Tatal events 245 219 Heterogeneity, Tau®= 0.10; Chi*= 1384, df= 5 (P=0.02), F= 64% hm D'1 1'D md
Heterogeneity: Chi®= 668, df= 5 (P = 0.25); F= 16% I t t | Testfor overall effect 2= 3.28 (P = 0.001) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Testfi |l effect: £=3.39 (P = 0.0007 o o 1 1o
estfor overall effect 7= 3.39 (F = ) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
Experimental Control Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio Experimental Control 0dds Ratio 0dds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Random,95%Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI Study or Subgroup Events  Total Evenis Total Weight M-H,Fixed, 95% Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Sreeja etal 2008 57 2 a1 189% 1.74[1.09,2.78] 2008 — Sreejaetal 2008 84 N TE 21 AT2%  1A7[0.79,1.74] 2008 ™
Ihsan etal 2011 7 18 69 274 191% 089[056,1.40] 2011 = Ihsan etal 2011 86 161 141 274 183%  1.08[0.73,160] 2011 -+
Tilak et al 2013 o175 24207 166% 237[1.31,384] 2013 — Tilak etal 2013 89 175 111 202 171%  1.04(069,157] 2013 -+
Saikia etal 2014 52 272 59 544 208% 1.94[1.30,2.81] 2014 - Saikiaetal 2014 125 272 260 4544 353%  0.03[069 1.24] 2014 -
Mostaid etal 2014 3 108 19 16 147% 287[1.58,558] 2014 i Mostaid etal 2014 40 106 35118 T.8%  140(080,245) 2014 T
Chowidhury et al 2015 19 a0 1 50 101% 217[080,5.24] 2015 — Chowdhury gt al 2015 19 a0 18 50 42%  1.09(048 245 2015
Total (95% CI) 975 1397 100.0% 1.81[1.28, 2.56] <> Total (95% Cl) 975 1397 100.0%  1.06[0.90,1.26] v
Total events 245 219 Tatal events 452 641
-Il—_let?:’ngeneny"‘ T;u’;zﬂj ; ?ﬁhl;=—1;§$dgf= 5 (P =0.03); F=60% e o i 00 ?eti;ogenewty” C;F; ;940 ?I;:PSEPU:“g 843, P=0% by m 1.0 0
estfor overal effect 2= 3.36 (P = 0.0008) Favours [experimental] Favours [control] estfor averall efiect 2= 0.71 (P =048) Favours [experimental] Favours [contral]
Experimental Control Odds Ratio (Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H Random, 95% Cl Year M-H, Random, 95% CI
Sreeja etal 2008 198 472 180 422 181% 1.60[1.22,2.11] 2008 -
lhzan etal 2011 160 312 279 948 181% 0.951[0.72,1.29) 2011 -
Tilak et al 2013 180 350 159 404 17.8% 163[1.22,218) 2013 -
Saikia etal 2014 229 544 378 1088 19.8% 137111, 1.69)] 2014 R
Mostaid etal 2014 118 212 73232 152% 273[1.86,4.03) 2014 -
Chowedhury et al 2015 a7 100 40 100 11.1% 199[1.13, 349 2015 -
Total (95% CI) 1950 2794 100.0% 1.57 [1.21, 2.08] &
Total events 942 1074
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.08; Chi®= 21.86, df=5 (P = 0.0006); F=77% 0.0 o 0 100

Test for averall effect Z=3.39 (P = 0.0007)

Favours [experimental] Favours [control]

Figure S1: Forest plots showing the association between TP53 codon 72 polymorphism and lung cancer in the study population using various
genetic models; A) Arg/Pro vs Arg/Arg; B) Pro/Pro vs Arg/Arg; C) Pro/Pro vs Arg/Pro; D) Pro/Pro + Arg/Pro vs Arg/Arg; E) Pro/Pro vs Arg/Pro
+ Arg/Arg; F) Arg/Pro vs Arg/Arg + Pro/Pro & G) Pro vs Arg.
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population using various genetic models; A) Arg/Pro vs Arg/Arg; B) Pro/Pro vs Arg/Arg; C) Pro/Pro vs Arg/Pro;
D) Pro/Pro + Arg/Pro vs Arg/Arg; E) Pro/Pro vs Arg/Pro + Arg/Arg; F) Arg/Pro vs Arg/Arg + Pro/Pro & G) Pro vs Arg.

Figure S2: Funnel plot for the association between TP53 codon polymorphism and lung cancer in the study
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Figure S3: Sensitivity analysis for the lung cancer studies on TP53 codon 72 polymorphism and lung cancer using different genetic models; A)
Arg/Pro vs Arg/Arg; B) Pro/Pro vs Arg/Arg; C) Pro/Pro vs Arg/Pro; D) Pro/Pro + Arg/Pro vs Arg/Arg; E) Pro/Pro vs Arg/Pro + Arg/Arg; F)
Arg/Pro vs Arg/Arg + Pro/Pro & G) Pro vs Arg.



